134                      KELIGIOUS COURTSHIP.
Eld. Sist. Religion, madam, without-doors, is one thing, religion within-doors is another; in the town among my acquaintance, and in the neighbourhood, a due chanty to every one is what I think the Christian principle calls for, and I converse freely with good people of every opinion, extending chanty to all in lowliness of mind, esteeming every one better than myself; but within-doors the case alters; family religion is a sociable thing, and God should be worshipped there with one heart, and with one voice: there can be no separation there, without a dreadful breach both of charity and duty.
Old La. You start a new thing to me, indeed, and it is somewhat surprising.
Eld. Sist. It may be true, madam, that there may be divers opinions in a nation, without breach of charity; but I believe it is impossible it should be so in a family, without breach of affection: what union, what oneness of desires, what perfect agreement (without which a man and wife can never be said to discharge the duty of their relation) can there be where there is a diversity of worship, a clashing of opinions, and an opposition of principles?
Old La. But, child, you carry it too high; if they differ in principles, indeed, there is something to be said; but we are talking of a difference in opinion only, where the fundamentals may be the same.
Eld. Sist. Madam, I recall the word principles, then, and join with you to confine it to opinion only; but 'tis the same thing in its proportion; the union can never be perfect while the differing sentiments of things leave room for disputes between them : for example, madam; the differing forms of worship ; one will pray by a book only, the other without a book wholly; this is as light a difference as can be spoken of: but how shall God be worshipped with